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United States Department of the Interior 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
Utah State Office 
P.O. Box 45155 
Salt Lake City, UT 84145-0155 
www.uLblm.gov 

^REPLY REFER TO: FEB Q 5 ?m 

(UT- 933) 

Memorandum 

To: Assistan t Director, Renewable Resources and Planning (WO-200, 5650 MB) 

Through: Richard Mayberry (WO-220, 314 LS) ,■>*»» mm) 

From: t , <; State Director 

Subject: Reply to IM 2003-071 , Eliminating Grazing Permit Renewal Backlog. 

In response to IM 2003-071 Utah is submitting two 1.0-year schedules (tables) for the renewal of 
grazing permits. The first fcble shows what Utah can reasonably accomplish ^<£T£££ 
and funding The second table identifies a schedule to eliminate the grazing permit renewal af 
required in the IM, but whh the limitation that additional resources are ZLJ£i TaccompUsn ? 
Details about each schedule and table are presented in following paragraphs. com P lls * ". 

The first table, dated July of 2002 was submitted at the request of the Washington Office Ranee 

sfa! d a ? t time> t Fie i d ,T ice i nput was ° btained re ^ *- i«sss?s2ar 

tit t . TT S /K dul ? fn* c ™t staffing capabilities. As a result of the data call it 
table was developed and is Utah's best estimate of our capabilities for permit renewals for the nS 
seven years. This table was consistent with the RAS data supplied by Leon Pack aUha t m7 S 
table is also believed to be consistent with the renewal of all 1999 and 2000 permh u^derAe 
rider The 5 permits shown in 2005 are permits that have expired due to shortened^erm^len^ 
X n regItion S e " *"" " °*~ """^ *" ° r ~ " P-Sfor Tnt 

It should be noted that due to the 12 year time period covered by the table it tracks not nnlv 
permits that were renewed under the rider but also those that have been 'Cy proce^ Z hat 
once again expired. As a result, although Utah is scheduled to "fully process" aTofJne^nh^ 
2012, the table will not balance to zero in 2012 as permits n^S^^SSVS 
result m a permit renewal workload that is unattainable under current funding conditions 

In the past two years the Utah State Office, in compliance with the Washing™ nffl^ t u • , 
Prog™ .Review of ,999 and subsequent f„„„ w upLiewX been^y Seta^ l£2X 
the F.eld Offices to .mprove our NEPA and deeision making prooesses. ra s wo k IS! 

Sfn f aP T, aCh w°f te ?* t0 Pr ° duce "^ NE ^ doeuments and StafSLb 
legally defence. We do no. believe i, would be wise to Uy and meet an ™SST«SE 
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when the litigative and political stakes are so high for hnth n.«h ™a *u dt *„ T 
challenged on nearly every grazing permit renewal EA 1 ti ^ BLM " Utah is bein g 

strong indicator of the need to do quality and deWihte^A. . ^ • ^ ld 0ffice is a 

additional workload and imparts assocLS I wS SlMe EAs ^ decls >°^ «P<r°nt and of the 
eompeting workloads sueh 7Z& °sSj As eZen," ™" 'and^H ", UMl Wi ' h 
hearings, and the complexity of NEPA documents du toC mE ISestd T* T 

renewals was increased by A permits^ fh ear^ yeS^S t i7f fi "/"T' 
his oan only be accomplished with additional funding and resound \Z .1 f ""''^ 

increase in permit renewals in years 2004 2006 2007 Tnd S* S ^proximately a 20% 

--<~yproces S e^^^ 

™^z^iz™z^r/^z r nt ieveis of ^ wi " "° 

State has received the pas, couple of ylT in lt° S^ ™ T " dd ° n ftnds ^ "« 
funding to support the 20% increase i™!™.™, m ^° " °° ly realistic ^^ incre **<i 
data collection^ compil™ %Z£Z£l£&jS* ^vT "*** 
with a complete interdisciplinary team. <"*=nsible NEPA analyse and EA development 

™i5^«S — t^ta^ *» * *«* "fitUy Processed" permits, 
permit is issued ThTeLlfehed ta,S ' d «*fies the rype of authorization under which a 
three months. t^lStS^tTSS^?!? be N*-— over the next two to 
an accurate assessment J ^ ffi. *^? °Lf "T CK ^ P / mits c » b * ^*ed and 
data the BLM should be able to ml at£ * LT^m^Co £* "° £ 7* WWl "■ 
work that is being completed in this area Rv nl ^ V Congress on the huge amount of 
completed, BLM can provMe IheZTrtJ? P g ^^ lime for <«■ P rocK ® <° be 

being expected of thTm ^ of resource management and public involvement that is 

rieasecontac, Larry Lichthard. (8 o„ 539-4,68 with any questions about grazing permit renewals 



Enclosure: Utah Grazing Permit Tracking Table, July 2002 

Utah Grazing Permit Backlog Elimination Schedule, February 2003 
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